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Emial:  

Abstract: 

Compensation for damage caused by aircraft to persons and property 

on the surface of the Earth is one of the most important and difficult 

problems in the field of air law. Pilots are forced to fly over countries 

and fields during the flight, and at any moment, they may inadvertently 

cause damage as a result of their aircraft falling, dropping some objects 

from it, or by emergency landing on private or public property outside 

the airport, and the resulting casualties may, in principle, be very 

catastrophic. In order to protect people on the ground, a strict rule of 

liability must be established - not allowing any defense on the part of 

the pilot and without considering the causes of the damage. On the 

other hand, the compensation resulting from this liability is not limited 

to a small amount. As the result, pilots are constantly exposed to the 

risk of financial ruin as a result of any single air accident. However, if 

we put ourselves in the position of people on the ground, who generally 

have no means of avoiding any damage caused by the aircraft and 

cannot even determine the cause of the accident, we see that the 

application of the common law in this case would be extremely unfair 

and even unacceptable for the largest number of people who do not yet 

benefit from air navigation.  

Key Words: Liability - Arising From - Damage - Aircraft  - Surface - 

Ground.
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)(

 أٍداف الدراصُ
    

 : تكضًه
   

-

                                           
(1) see, Lawrence Vold,Strict Liability for Aircraft Crashes and Forced 

Landings on Ground Victims Outside of Established Landing Areas, 5 

HastingsL .J. 1(1953)P.2 



 

    

 

    

 

 

المبشح الأول:
   

المبشح الجاىِ

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 مبشح تمًَدّ

 ىبذَ تاريخًُ سىل أصاظ المضٔىلًُ عً الاضزار التِ 
 تحدثَا الطآزات بالػير علِ صطح الارض

 : تعزيف الطآزَ



 

    

 

    

 

 

 تعزيف الحادخ مياط تكزيز المضؤولًُ

:  
 :أ( إصابُ عدص ظزوح قاتلُ أو خطيرَ ىتًذُ

 :ب( تعزضت الطآزَ لأضزار أو عطل ًٍهلٌ

 إلًَا تمامًا. ز( الطآزَ مفكىدَ أو يتعذر الىصىل

                                           
1  See Article 21 the Rome Convention 1933 and Article 26 Rome 

Convention 1952 



 

    

 

    

 

 

المضؤلًُ عً الأضزار التِ تحدثَا الطآزات بالػير علٌ صطح  المطلب الاول التطىر التاريخِ لأصاظ
 .الارض

المتعلكُ بالمضٔىلًُ عً الأضزار التِ تلشل بالػير علِ صطح 2591المطلب الجاىِ: اتفاقًُ روما لضيُ 
 الأرض.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 المطلب الاول 
 التطىر التاريخِ لأصاظ المضؤلًُ عً الأضزار التِ تحدثَا

 ح الارضالطآزات بالػير علٌ صط 
 أولا: مزسلُ عدو المضؤولًُ

)(

 ولًُ المطلكُ :ثاىًا: مزسلُ المضؤ

Fletcher v. Rylands.
)(

                                           
(1)see, James J. Plick, Liability of Aircraft for Injuries to Innocent 

Parties on the Ground , 3 Cp.h. U. L. Rev. 122 (1953).p.122                

 (



 

    

 

    

 

 

law Review 1910 

. 

. 
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. 

 Guille v. Swan
)(

                                                                                                           
Rylands

Rylands

RylandsRylands

(1)See, Mich. L. R. 20 (1910).  

(Guille 

Swan



 

    

 

    

 

 

1822 Fletcher v. Rylands. 

 Guille

 ".

RylandsGuille

)(
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. 

See, William A. Schnader, Uniform Avip.ion Liability Act, 9 J. Air L. & 
Com (1938)pp  664,665  



 

    

 

    

 

 

 : الترادع عً مبدأ المضؤولًُ المطلكُ لميظه وقآد الطآزَ.ثالجا

 Greunke  North American Airways 

Company

. 

 Herrick v. Curtiss Flying Service 
( )

 

                                           

. 

. 

.

7201 Wis. 565, 230 N. W. 618, 1 Avi. 219 (1930). 

. 

 Curtiss 

Flying Service 

 Curtiss-Wright Flying Service 

Curtiss-Wright Flying Service v. Glose, 66 F.2d 710 (3d Cir. 1933) 



 

    

 

    

 

 

. 

 Ives v. South Buffalo Railway Company) (

 .رابعا: مبدأ المضؤولًُ المفترضُ

 

 Robinson v. Consolidated Gas Company of New 

York

                                           

N.Y

 

Ives v. S. B. R. Co. - 201 N.Y. 271, 94 N.E. 431 (1911)

(2)James J. Plick, Liability of Aircraft for Injuries to Innocent Parties 

on the Ground , 3 Cp.h. U. L. Rev. 122 (1953).pp122,123

If proof of the occurrence shows thp. the accident was such as could 

not have happened without negligence according to the ordinary 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

.

                                                                                                           
experience of man- kind, the doctrine is applied even if the precise 

omission or act of negligence is not specified, and even when it does 

not appear whether the accident was owing to some act (lone or to 

some act not done.see, Robinson v. Consolidp.ed Gas Co., 194 N. Y. 

37, 86 N. E. (1909) p. 805 

 (N. Y. Ct. Cl.), 1929 U. S. Av.

 R. 42, 1 Avi. 92 (1927)p500.

Rochester Gas & Electric Corp. v. Dunlop, 148 Misc., 266 N. Y. S. 

469 (1933).p 849                                                                                 

“The present case is of the class in which the instrumentality thp. 

produced the injury was under the control and management of the 

defendants, and the accident was such as does not happen if due care 

has been used “                                                                                        

12Kadylak v. O'Brien, (D. C. Ct. Pa.) 32 F. Supp. (1941).p 281    



 

    

 

    

 

 

HotchkissHenry

 (Res Ipsa Loquitur)

. 

.( ) 

 

                                           
( )see, HENRY G. HOTCHKISs. Avip.ion Law, New York: Baker, 
Voorhis & Company. 1928. pp. xvii,p. 492. 

 U.S.C.A. §§ 13462671 

 B-17

 B-17 

. 

. 

.
 res ipsa loquitur 

p.5 . 190 F.2d 529 (10th Cir. 1951)



 

    

 

    

 

 

 res ipsa 

loquitur )( -

-

.

 المطلب الجاىِ
 لمتعلكُ بالمضٔىلًُ ا2591أصاظ المضٔىلًُ طبكا لاتفاقًُ روما لضيُ 

 عً الأضزار التِ تلشل بالػير علِ صطح الأرض
 

. 

. 

. 

. 

 ". 
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. " 

1933 1949 

                                           
see, Paul Stephen Dempsey, Aircraft Operp.or: Liability for Surface 

Damage, Institute of Air & Space Law McGill University, 2015,p.14  
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. . . ... 
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)(

 res ipsa loquitur 

. 

: 

)(
 

. 

. 

.

                                           
(1) see, The Airport And Its Neighbors, The Report of The President's 

Airport Commission (1952).                                                                   

(2) see, 18 Doc. 6027, LC 124, Annex §1, App. A, p. 224 

(3)ibid  
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 المبشح  الأول
 قًلت ىِ تكزيز مضؤولًًُ مغػلِ ومالهِ الطآزات أصط وأىظنُ المضؤولًُ التي

 المأٍىلُعً الأضزار التِ تحدخ علِ الضطح

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 (
 

 .ثاىًا: اعتناد مبدأ المضؤولًُ المطلكُ مع الحد مً التعىيض.
الحل الأول

الحل الجاىٌ

. 

                                           
(1 Andre Kaftal, The Problem of Liability for Damages Caused by 

Aircraft on the Surface, 5 J. Air L. & Com. 179 (1934) p.1 
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)(

                                           
(1). W, ` FRIEDMANN, Legal Theory ,London :, Stevens& -Son ,1944. 

Pp.527-531;.  
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 تكضًه:
-

 

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 ولالمطلب الأ
 اصط مضؤولًُ مالهِ و لدَشّ الطآزات المأٍىلُ عً الأضزارالتِ تحدخ علٌ الضطح

 طبكا لليظاو الكاىىىِ اللاتًيِ

 : العنل غير المغزوع



 

    

 

    

 

 

("le fait fautif" 

 

                                           
(1) See A. Sériaux, Droit des Obligp.ions 325 (1992 



 

    

 

    

 

 

  

)
 

  

.  

                                           
(1 See A.S. Hartkamp p. 134. 

(2 see,  Mazeaud-Tunc, 461 

(3 ) Article L.141-4 of the Decree. 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 L.141-2

)
 

CC

 

                                           
(1) See Mazeaud-Tunc p. 466-467, citing Cour de Cassp.ion Civ. 2, 6 

janv.1955, D. 1955.593, J.C.P. 1955.II.8587 (1er arrêt); the case 

involved a driving aircraft hitting a stp.ionary aircraft. 

(2 See Article L.131-1 and 2 of the Decree as cited by Mazeaud-Tunc p. 

469-470. 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

                                           
(1 Le Tourneau & Cadiet, p. No. 3937 

)

(3  Civ. C. Seine (1st Ch.), Feb. 17, 1930, reported in 14 Rev. de Drolt 

A6rlen 674.see also, Trait6 Thdorique et Prp.ique de la Responsabilit6 

Civile, Dellctuelle et Contractuelle (Paris, 1931), Vol. I, No. 1374. 



 

    

 

    

 

 

لذيً تكع علًَه ٍذه المضؤولًُ الإضاىًُمً ٍه الأعداص ا
 Henri  LUon Mazeau

 

                                           
(1  Civ. Trib. Seine, Feb. 17, 1930, cited above. In the same meaning: 

Civ. Trib. Seine, Dec. 2, 1930, reported in 15 Rev. de Droit A(rien 297.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

ما ٍى المكصىد بهلنُ "الطآزَ"؟

 

                                           
(1  Civ. Trib. Seine, Feb. 17, 1930, cited above. In the same meaning: 

Civ. Trib. Seine, Dec. 2, 1930, reported in 15 Rev. de Droit A(rien 297. . 

Article 55, line 2, of the law of May 31, 1924



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

يعـ  التشـزب بغـهل     ٍل يمهً اعتبار أٌ الطآزات الغزاعًُ قادرَ علِ الدوراٌ في الهىاْ
مضتنز والعىدَ إلى ىكطُ الاىطلام

أخـيًرا 

                                           
(1  see Andre Kaftal, The Problem of Liability for Damages Caused by 

Aircraft on the Surface, 5 J. AIR L. & COM. 179 (1934)p 192

(2 ) The Journal, Les Allies, 1933, No, 624, p. 12. 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           
(1  see, Andre Kaftal,op cit, p193 



 

    

 

    

 

 

                                           
(1  See,  Mazeaud, H. & L., op. cit., Vol. I, NO. 1381. 

(2) Crim. Cass., Mar. 6, 1931, and report of Counsellor Bourgeon in 15 

Rev. de Droit Adrien 562, et seq



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

Responsabiliti target

droit 

                                           
(1  See Tissot. Jean, De la Responsabilit6 en Mp.ire de Navigp.ion 

Afrienne (Paris, 1925), pp. 187 et seq. 35. Bertrand, Briquant, Mange v. 

Soci&t6 Farman, Civ. Trib. Seine, July 6, 1912, Gaz. Pal., 1912.2.41; 

Heurtebise v. Farman Esnault-Pelterie et Socidtd Bore7, Civ. Trib. 

Seine, June 10, 1914, D. 1914.2.193.

(2 ) See Kaftal. Andre, Reparp.ion des Dommages Causes aux 

Voyageurs dans les Transports P.iens (Paris, 1999), pp. 12 et seq



 

    

 

    

 

 

ما المكصىد بلفظ "عنلًُ"؟

)

                                           
(1  see, Schleicher, Dr. Riltdger, Luftverkehrsgesetz (Berlin. 1983), pp. 

98-99. Contra: Wmmer. Haftpflichtschiiden nach s19 des 

Luftverkehrsgesetzes in der Praxis. 3 Archly fUr Luftrecht 76. 77



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

)

                                           
(1 Especially §254 of the Civil Code (B. 0. B.). 



 

    

 

    

 

 

dMtenteur ligitime

nW Gligence

(

 

  

                                           
(1 ) For example, the victim, slightly injured, goes to a quack doctor 

who makes his injury much more serious
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 ًيِالعلاقُ بين ملهًُ الأرض والتشلًل بمىدب الكاىىٌ اللات

 

                                           
(1  see, Andre Kaftal,,op cit p.200 

2 The English translp.ion is derived from Haanappel and Mackaay p. 

163



 

    

 

    

 

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 المطلب الجاىِ
 أصط مضؤولًُ مالهِ و لدَشّ الطآزات المأٍىلُ عً الأضزار التِ تحدخ علٌ الضطح  

 زيهِطبكا لليظاو الكاىىىِ الأنجلى  أم

                                           
(1  See paragraphs 2.6-2.8 of this study. 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 أ. المضؤولًُ المطلكُ
 المضؤولًُ غير الكاىىىًُ -2

 

 : أ( التعــدٍ

                                           
(1  see, 3 Rochester Gas and Electric Co. v. Dunlop, 148 Misc. 849, 266 
N. Y. Supp. 469 (1933); Margosian v. U. S. Airlines, Inc., 12 F. Supp. 
464 (S.D. N.Y. 1955); Hahn v. U. S. Airlines, Inc. 127 F. Supp. 950 (S.D. 
N.Y. 1954)
(2  see, 4 Parcell v. U. S., 104 F. Supp. 110 (S.D. W.Va. 1951).see also, 7 
Riveer v. Thornton, 202 Okla. 96, 210 P. 2d 366 (1949) where the court 
held it was a fact for the jury whether the pilot p. the time of collision 
with a tractor on a field was a servant of owner of aircraft acting in 
scope of employment. Also,  King v. U. S., 178 F. 2d 320 (5th Cir. 1949) 
where an intoxicp.ed Air Force Cadet took a plane aloft without 
permission and crashed it into a house. The court held thp. as the cadet 
was on a frolic of his own and not acting as a servant, the United Stp.es 
was not liable.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

(
 

أولًا،

                                           
(1   see, Margosian v. U. S. Airlines, Inc. 127 F. Supp. 464 (S.D. N.Y. 
1955); Halin v. U. S. Airlines, Inc. 127 F. Supp. 950 (S.D. N.Y. 1954); cf. 
Van Alstyne v. Rochester Telephone Corp., 163 Misc. 258, 296 N. Y. 
Supp. 726 (1937) which was a non-avip.ion trespass case. Also,  
Rochester Gas and Electric Co. v. Dunlop, 148 Misc. 849, 266 N. Y. 
Supp. 469 (1933) 

. (  )   
  Couch Cyclopedia of Insurance Law § 5 (1956 Supp.)  

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 : الأصاظ الجاىٌ

:لأصاظ الجالـح ا

                                           
(1) Prosser, Torts § 56 (1941). 

(2 Ibid. 16 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 : ل الخطىرَ)ب( المغزوع الفآ

Restatement, Torts Sec. 520 (1938)

 

  

 

                                           
(1)Prentiss v. Np.ional Airlines, 112 F. Supp. 306 (D. N.J. 1953). 

(Subsequently settled, so thp. no appeal was tak



 

    

 

    

 

 

Restatement, Torts Sec. 519 (1938)

restatement

                                               -صزح الكاضٌ بايزس: 

                                           
(1  D'Anna v. U. S., 181 F. 2d 335 (4th Cir. 1950) applying Maryland 

stp.e law and Parcell v. U. S., 104 F. Supp. 110 (S.D. W.Va. 1951) 

applying W. Virginia stp.e law cited the Restp.ement, Tort § 519,520.

(2  127 F. Supp. 464 (S.D. N.Y. 1955). 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 :المضؤولًُ الكاىىىًُ -1

 

 

 

                                           
(1  Restp.ement, Torts (1938). 

(2 ) D'Aquilla v. Pryor, 122 F. Supp. 346 (S.D. N.Y. 1954) where the 

court held thp. Connecticut common law was the same as New York 

and the owner is not liable for injuries sustained by third parties when 

the airplane crashed while under control of bailee



 

    

 

    

 

 

 : مدّ دصتىريُ المضؤولًُ الكاىىىًُ المطلكُ

 : الادزاْات الكاىىىًُ

                                           
(1 U. S. v. Praylou, 208 F. 2d 291 (4th Cir. 1953) where the court interpreted 

South Carolina's stp.ute which was identical to 11 U.L.A. § 5

(2) N.J.S.A. 6:2-7 was amended to exclude a chp.tel mortgage, a 

conditional vendor or trustee under an equipment trust, of any aircraft, 

not in possession of such aircraft from definition of owner. Except for 

this definition the stp.utory was identical to the Uniform Aeronautics 

Act, § 5



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           
(1 Prentiss v. Np.ional Airlines, Inc., Gizzo v. American Airlines, Inc. 

112 F. Supp. 306 (D. N.J. 1953). 29 Prentiss v. Np.ional

(2 Prentiss v. Np.ional Airlines, supra, p. 312.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 : المضؤولًُ عً الخطأ والإٍنال الصىرَ  الأولى للطزر الضطشٌ

                                           
(1)William C. Wolff, Liability of Aircraft Owners and Operp.ors for 

Ground Injury, 24 J. Air L. & Com. 203 (1957) p 208 

https://scholar.smu.edu/jalc/vol24/iss2/4 

(2 746 P.2d 1198 (Washington 1987)

https://scholar.smu.edu/jalc/vol24/iss2/4


 

    

 

    

 

 

     

 

 

    

                                           
(1 746 P.2d p. 1201, as cited by W.K. Jones, Strict Liability for 

Hazardous Enterprise, 92 Colum. L. Rev. 1705, p. 1748 (1992)

(2 ) 746 P. 2d p. 1203-1204, as cited by W.K. Jones p. 1748



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

  

                                           
(1  A.W. Knauth, The Uniform Stp.e Aeronautical Liability Act 

Adopted p. Cleveland, July 23, 1938, 9 ALR 352, p. 353 (1938)

(2 Williams et Al. v. United Stp.es, 218 F. 2d 473 (5th Cir. 1955); see 

also 4 Avi 17187 (District Court Decision, October 23, 1953).



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 :العلاقُ بين ملهًُ الأرض والتشلًل بمىدب الكاىىٌ الأنجلى أمزيهِ  

 

                                           
(1) Wolff p. 212-213 

(2 J.G. Verplaetse, Internp.ional Law in Vertical Space 220-225 (1960). 

For an example of early case law, see Johnson v. Curtis Northwest 

Airplane Company et Al., United Stp.es District Court, District of 

Minnesota, Second Judicial District, September 27, 1923, 1 Avi 61. In 

this case, the doctrine was invoked and rejected in a case where the 

aircraft flew over plaintiff‟s land p. a level of 2000 feet. The rejection 

was based on the notion thp. the upper air is a np.ural heritage common 

to all people, which should not be hampered with by an artificial maxim 

of law



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

   - للاٍتناو، أعار الكاضٌ بلاب إلى أٌ رأٍ امحكهنُ العلًا  :ىِ رأٍ مخالف مجير

                                           
(1 United Stp.es v. Causby and Wife, Supreme Court of the United 

Stp.es, May 27, 1946, 2 Avi, 14189.

(2   United Stp.es v. Causby, 2 Avi., p. 14189-14190.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           
(1 United Stp.es v. Causby, 2 Avi., p. 14193-14194. 

(2)Ibid

(3  SeeJ.M. Zitter, Airport operp.ions or flight of aircraft as 

constituting taking or damaging of property, 22 ALR 4th 863, p. 868 et 

seq1980



 

    

 

    

 

 

 المبشح الجاىِ
 المضؤولًُ عً الأضزار الضطشًُ التي تضبب ىًَا الطيراٌ المدىٌ

 الدولٌ بمىدب قاىىٌ الجى الدولٌ
 -تمًَد:



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           
( )

 www.icao.org/ icao / en / takeoff.htm 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 -ىِ ضىْ ما صبل ىكضه الدراصُ ىِ ٍذا المبشح الى المطلبين التالًين:
المطلب الاول

المطلب الجاىِ
 

                                           
 

 www.icao.org



 

    

 

    

 

 

 المطلب الاول
 الخاصُ بالتعىيض عً أضزار 2591اتفاقًُ روما  لضيُ 

 الضطح الياتجُ عً الطآزات المأٍىلُ
 : اصتعزاض تاريخٌ مىدش

( International Technique 

 d'Experts Juridiques Aériens  CITE.J.A). 

 

                                           

 K.W.  

J.J.  

(CITEJA)  JALC 27 (1932). (  )



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           

 H. 

 ALR 273 (1937  )

(2) A. Kaftal, The problem of liability for damages caused by aircraft 

on the surface, 5 The Journal of Air Law 179, p. 179-232 (1934).



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

                                           
 (

 droit 

 

(2  See E.G. Brown, The Rome Conventions of 1933 and 1952: Do they 

point a moral?, JALC 418, p. 423-424 (1960/61)



 

    

 

    

 

 

                                           

 www.icao.org. 

 www.icao. 



 

    

 

    

 

 

  

                                           
(1  J. A. Eubank, The Right of Air Flight, 58 Dick. L. Rev. 141 (1954) "Every stp.e in 

the union by express terms or clear implicp.ion has given legal force to the concept of 

right of flight. Navigp.ion of the airspace is an absolute existing right. The right of 

flight is an inherent np.ural right. Aerial navigp.ion is universally recognized and 

practiced. Its very existence is for the gene



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 : اليكاط المجيرَ للذدل في اتفاقًُ روما

 : أ. المضؤولًُ المطلكُ

                                           
(1  See ICAO Legal Bureau, Memorandum of 07/08/03 on the Third 

Meeting of the ICAO Secretarip. Study Group on the Modernizp.ion of 

the Rome Convention, Montreal, 3 to 5 September 2003 (SSG-MR/3) 

and the enclosed working paper SSG-MR/3-WP/1 – Revised Draft 

Convention on Damage Caused by Foreign Aircraft to Third Parties on 

the Surface.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

                                           
(1 ) Nunneley, 20 J. Air L. & Com. 89, 91 (1953). 
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(1  de Juglart, 1953 Revue G~nirale de 1'Air 353 (hereafter RGA). 18 

Roth, 25 J. Air L. & Com. 68 (1958)

(2 Toepper, Comments on Article 20 of the Rome Convention of 1952, 

21 J. Air L. & Corn. 420, 422 (1954).



 

    

 

    

 

 

أولًا
ًًا ثاى
ثالجًا
رابعًـا 

                                           
(1 Art. 55, para. I of the two conventions of transport of persons (CIV) 

and goods (CIM) by rail, signed p. Berne on Feb. 15, 1956



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 : 2591أصاظ المضٔىلًُ طبكا لمعاٍدَ روما

                                           
(1) Art. 14 of the draft. ICAO Doc. LC/SC/Aerial Collisions, No. 71, 

App. A dp.ed 3/27/61.

(2) Le Goff, op cit. 20, p. 239; de Juglart, op cit. 10, p. 112. 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

 : مبررات المضؤولًُ المطلكُ

 

 

 

 

                                           
(1) See Article 2(2) sub a and b Rome Convention of 1933 

(2 See Article 1(2) Rome Convention of 1952.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

                                           
(1) See Goedhuis, Handboek voor het Luchtrecht 281-282 (1943). These 

arguments are comparable to a number of those raised in favour of 

absolute or strict liability in paragraph 2.7 of this study.

 Doc. 6011LC / 108

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 : ىطام المضؤولًُ المطلكُ  

 

   

                                           
(1  See ICAO Legal Committee, Fourth Session, 1949, Minutes and 

Documents (1949), p. 174-175.

 (

.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           
) 

.

( )

 Shawcross & 

BeaumontAir Law V / 112 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

                                           
(1)Goedhuis p. 288. Goedhuis points out thp. Ripert found it practically 

impossible to define the phrase „accident‟ sp.isfactorily



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           
(1 See ICAO Legal Committee, Fourth Session, 1949, Minutes and 

Documents (1949), p. 241

(2 See ICAO Legal Committee, Fifth Session, 1950, Minutes and 

Documents (1950), p. 347. 

(3  See ICAO Fourth Session of the Assembly, 1950, Legal Commission, 

Minutes and Documents (1950), p. 57-65.



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

                                           
(1) See ICAO Fourth Session of the Assembly, 1950, Legal Commission, 

Minutes and Documents (1950), p. 164

. .



 

    

 

    

 

 

 المطلب الجاىِ
 التشديد الكاىىىِ للنضؤولًُ عً الاضزار التِ تحدخ علِ

 الضطح و التأمين ضد المضٔىلًُ

 

                                           

 

 'Verslag van de Nederlandse Delegp.ie naar de Diplomp.ieke 

Conferentie to Herziening van het Verdrag van Rome van 1952

betreffende Schade door Luchtvaartui gen (te Montreal van 6-23 

september 1978) 

(2 4Shawcross & Beaumont, 1951, p. 399 (No. 422), p. 430 (No. 467) 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 الأعداص أو الهًاىات المضؤولىٌ بمىدب الاتفاقًات وإلى أّ مدّ يجبت لهه الحل ىِ تحديد المضٔىلًُ
 : مغػلٌ الطآزات-
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 ICAO 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

 التىصًـــات
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

    

 

    

 

 

.
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انؼذد ، يجهت انغٍزاٌ نهجًٍغ، »يُظىيت انغائزاث بذوٌ عٍار«الإبزاهٍى، أدًذ..  - -

   0202 42، ص

دار وائم،  7، ط،»ً، انضزرانذَىٌ، دضٍ انًبضىط فً شزح انقاَىٌ انًذَ -

              0222ػًاٌ،

    0202انزاوي، عارق. ، انغائزاث بلا عٍار، بذوٌ َاشز،   -

انقاصًً، يذًذ دضٍ. يانًشكانج انقاَىٍَت واأنخانقٍت انًثارة بشأٌ اصتخذاو --

، يجهت الأيٍ وانقاَىٌ، أكادًٌٍت شزعت دبً، الاياراث، يج »انغائزاث بذوٌ عٍار

  0202،7ع ٌُاٌز  00،

، جزٌذة »انغائزاث يٍ دوٌ عٍار فً انقاَىٌ انذونً، بشٍز، هشاو.  -

ػهى انزابظ     0202انخهٍج،  

  http://www.alkhaleej.ae/supplements/page/af50086f-e731-

4599-a4eb-4bc1f5eba4ea 70-8-  

، دار انُهضت »خغأ انًضزور وأثزِ ػهى انًضتونٍت«دضٍٍ، يذًذ ػبذ انظاهز.  -

  0227انؼزبٍت، انقاهزة،

صانخ أدًذ انههٍبً انًضؤونٍت انًذٍَت ػٍ أضزار انغائزاث بذوٌ عٍار، بذوٌ   -

  0202َاشز

نًضٍزة يٍ يُظىر انقاَىٌ انذونً ػبذ انهغٍف، بزاء يُذر كًال..انغائزاث ا -

 0202الإَضاًَ، بذوٌ َاشز

(،  Dronesنُظاو انقاَىًَ نهغائزاث بذوٌ عٍار )انذروَز ،يؤيٍ، عاهز شىقً.-

يجهت انؼهىو انقاَىٍَت والاقتصادٌت، انؼذد انثاًَ، انجزء الأول، انضُت انثايُت 

 0202وانخًضىٌ، كهٍت انذقىق جايؼت ػٍٍ شًش،  

باللػُ الإنجلًشيُثاىًا: نتب   
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THOMPSON AND JEFFREY ELLIS, DRONE LAW AND 

http://www.alkhaleej.ae/supplements/page/af50086f-e731-4599-a4eb-4bc1f5eba4ea%20-8-71
http://www.alkhaleej.ae/supplements/page/af50086f-e731-4599-a4eb-4bc1f5eba4ea%20-8-71
http://www.alkhaleej.ae/supplements/page/af50086f-e731-4599-a4eb-4bc1f5eba4ea%20-8-71
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